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To  the  Senate  and  House  of  Representatives,  Eleventh  Legis- 
lative Assembly  of  the  State  of  Montana : 
By  chapter  63,  laws  of  1909,  you  made  provision  for  the  issu- 
ance and  sale  by  the  state  board  of  examiners  of  $500,000.00 
in  bonds,  pledging  the  public  building  land  grant  for  their  pay- 
ment, the  money  so  raised  to  be  used  in  the  erection  and 
furnishing  of  additions  to  the  state  capitol  building;  and  in 
you  direction  to  the  board  with  reference  to  its  work  and 
duty  in  the  premises,  you  gave  caution  "that  the  total  cost  of 
the  erection  and  furnishing  of  said  wings,  including  steam 
heating  apparatus  and  other  fixtures,"  should  "not  exceed  the 
sum  of  $500,000.00;"  and  further,  that  the  board  should  "at  all 
times  have  this  object  in  view"  and  that  "all  plans  accepted 
and  all  contracts  awarded"  should  "be  accepted  and  awarded 
only  after  the  board"  should  "be  satisfied  that  the  cost  of  the 
wings   when  *  *  *  completed   and   furnished" 

should  "not  exceed  said  sum."  The  board  was  further  directed 
in  said  act  that  it  should  "procure  all  material  used  in  the 
construction  of  said  building  from  the  products  of  the  state 
of  Montana,  provided  the  same  is  produced  in  the  state  of 
Montana  and  can  be  procured  as  cheaply  therein  as  material 
of   like    kind    and    quality    can    be    procured    elsewhere." 

Sale   of  Bonds. 

This  act  was  approved  by  the  governor  and  became  a  law 
on  March  4.  1909,  and  immediately  thereafter  notice  of  the 
issuance  and  sale  of  bonds  was  prepared,  adopted  and  published 
as  by  the  law  required ;  and  thereafter,  in  pursuance  of  said 
published  notice,  bonds  to  the  extent  of  the  sum  of  $500,000.00 
were,  on  April  23,  1909,  duly  and  regularly  sold  to  the  state 
of  Montana  as  an  investment  for  permanent  funds  of  the  state. 
At  that  time,  in  order  to  save  interest,  there  was  only  issued 
$50,000.00  of  the  amount,  and  it  was  then  and  there  agreed 
that  the  remainder  of  the  bond  issue  should  not  be  placed 
until  the  money  was  actually  needed  by  the  board  of  examiners 
to  make  payments  on  contracts  for  the  work.  To  this  date 
there  has  been  no  additional  bonds  issued  by  the  board,  and  the 
expenditures  made  to  date  aggregate  $35,357.54,  leaving  a  bal- 
ance in  the  treasury,  in  cash,  of  $14,642.46. 
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Apportionment  of  Expenditures. 

The  following  figures  will  explain  how  the  money  appro- 
priated for  the  construction  of  the  additions,  making  of  neces- 
sary interior  alterations  of  the  present  building,  and  the  fur- 
nishing and  equipment  of  the  additions  was  apportioned  and 
determined  to  be  expended  by  the  board,  to-wit : 

Wings,    including   foundations    $407,572.24 

Architects'    and    superintendents'    fees 32.500.00 

Legislative   restaurant  and   furnishing 4,500.00 

Changes   in   old   buliding    8,350.00 

Additional  radiation    1,520.00 

Furniture,  fixtures,  electric  light,  hardware, 

carpets,    interior    decorations,    etc 40,557.76 

Incidentals    5.000.00 

Total   $500,000.00 

From  the  very  beginning  the  board  has  kept  complete  records 
and  minutes  of  its  work  and  proceedings,  which  are  open  to 
inspection,  and  a  perusal  of  which  may  be  found  of  interest 
by  members  of  the  legislative  assembly  and  other  persons. 

Selection  of  Architects  and  Plans. 

After  making  provision  for  the  necessary  funds  to  be  derived 
from  the  bond  issue,  the  next  problem  confronting  the  board, 
and  which  gave  it  much  trouble  and  concern,  was  the  selection 
of  a  suitable  architect  and  the  adoption  of  proper  plans  and 
specifications,  to  the  end  that  the  buildings  should  be  proper 
from  an  architectural  standpoint  and  of  use  and  benefit  to  the 
state  for  practical  purposes.  In  the  very  beginning  of  its  work 
the  board  visited  St.  Paul  and  Minneapolis,  Minn.,  Pierre.  South 
Dakota,  Madison,  Wisconsin,  Milwaukee,  Wisconsin,  Chicago, 
Illinois,  Indianapolis,  Indiana,  and  Frankfort,  Kentucky,  for 
the  purpose  of  getting  practical  ideas  with  respect  to  architec- 
tural designs,  interior  arrangement,  building  material,  architects, 
contractors  and  the  like.  After  having  given  much  time  and 
study  to  the  subject  of  the  selection  of  a  proper  architect,  on 
Tuesday,  May  25,  1909,  the  board  made  selection  of  F.  M. 
Andrews  &  Co.,  of  New  York  City,  New  York,  and  Link  & 
Haire,  of  Helena,  Montana,  as  associated  architects,  and  con- 
tracts with  said  architects  were  on  that  date  duly  and  regularly 
made  and  executed. 

On  July   16,   1909,  the  preliminary  plans  and  sketches  of  the 
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proposed  additions,  together  with  preliminary  estimates  of  the 
cost  of  constructing  the  wings,  in  accordance  with  such  plans, 
were  submitted,  and  were  by  the  board  approved.  The  archi- 
tects were  thereupon  instructed  to  prepare  and  submit  for  the 
consideration  of  the  board,  detailed  plans  and  specifications 
of  the  said  wings ;  that  immediately  after  the  approval  of  the 
preliminary  plans  a  large  picture  of  the  Capitol  Building  as 
it  will  appear  when  the  wings  are  completed,  was  photographed 
and  copies  thereof  sent  to  the  leading  newspapers  of  the  state 
and  were  by  such  newspapers  printed  and  sketches  thereof  were 
contained  in  the  issues  of  various  newspapers  published  in  the 
state.  The  large  picture  itself  was  first  placed  on  exhibition 
in  the  show  windows  of  Arthur  P.  Curtin  on  Sixth  avenue, 
in  Helena,  Montana,  for  a  period  of  three  weeks.  The  same 
was  thereafter  placed  on  exhibition  in  the  show  windows  of 
the  Hennessy  Mercantile  Company,  at  Butte,  Montana,  for  a 
period  of  about  two  weeks.  Thereafter  the  same  was  exhibited 
in  the  show  windows  of  the  Copper  City  Commercial  Company 
at  Anaconda  for  a  period  of  a  week  or  more.  Thereafter  the 
same  was  placed  on  exhibition  at  the  State  Fair,  and  since  that 
time  has  been  on  exhibition  in  the  public  corridor  of  the  capitol. 
That  at  all  times  the  board  has  given  fullest  publicity  to  all 
of  its  acts  and  proceedings,  and  the  chief  items  of  interest  have 
been  published  in  the  leading  newspapers  of  the  state.  The 
preliminary  plans  and  scketches,  approved  as  of  date  July  i6th, 
have  not  been  changed  in  any  way  as  to  architectural  features. 
The  board  at  no  time  has  heard  anything  save  words  of  praise 
and  commendation  for  the  plans  and  the  sketch  of  the  building 
as  adopted. 

Bids  and  Award  of  Contracts. 

On  August  6,  1909,  plans  and  specifications  for  the  excava- 
tions and  for  the  foundations  having  been  submitted  to  and 
approved  by  the  board,  call  for  bids  was  duly  and  regularly 
made  by  advertisement,  and  in  pursuance  of  published  notice 
the  contract  for  the  excavations  was  awarded  to  Adami  Brothers, 
of  Helena,  Montana,  on  August  24,  1909;  and  on  September  7, 
1909,  the  contract  for  the  foundations  was  duly  and  regularly 
awarded,  pursuant  to  published  notice,  to  Louis  Johnson,  of 
Helena,  Montana. 

On  September  13,   1909,  the  detailed  plans  and  specifications 


for  the  proposed  additions  were,  by  the  board,  approved,  and 
on  that  date  the  subject  of  the  letting  of  contract  for  the 
superstructures  was  earnestly  considered  and  a  form  of  call 
for  bids  for  the  construction  of  the  additions  was  duly  and 
regularly  approved  and  ordered  published  in  various  news- 
papers. By  the  call  for  bids  it  was  provided  that  the  same 
should  be  publicly  opened  at  the  office  of  the  state  board  of 
examiners  at  the  capitol  building-  at  the  hour  of  2  o'clock  p.  m., 
November  lo.  1909.  Pursuant  to  this  call  bids  were  received 
and  opened,  and  it  was  then  and  there  found  that  all  bidders 
based  their  bid  on  the  use  of  Columbus  sandstone,  with  Bedford, 
Indiana,  limestone  as  an  alternate  under  the  specifications. 
Bidders  made  a  difference  of  from  two  hundred  days  to  two 
years  additional  time,  in  the  event  the  Columbus  stone  was 
used  instead  of  Bedford,  Indiana,  limestone,  and  all  made  a 
great  reduction  in  contract  price  in  the  event  Bedford  stone 
were  used  instead  of  the  Columbus  stone. 

The  following  persons  submitted  bids  for  the  work  in  accord- 
ance with  the  call,  and  the  amounts  set  opposite  their  names 
show  the  deductions  which  each  bidder  agreed  to  make  in  the 
event  that  the  Bedford  rather  than  the  Columbus  stone  was 
used  in  the  construction  of  the  additions,  to-wit : 

George  B.  Long  Deduction  $70,000.00 

J.  H.  Wise  Deduction  $64,451.00 

O.  H.  Olson  Deduction  $60,000.00 

Edward  Wagner  Deduction  $45,000.00 

Gagnon  &  Company  Deduction  $41,997.00 

Before  the  award  of  the  contract  was  made  to  Gagnon  & 
Company  as  the  lowest  and  best  bidder,  its  representative, 
]\Tr.  Charles  Suiter,  stated  that  Gagnon  &  Co.  in  preparing  its 
bid  had  raised  on  the  prices  of  materails  other  than  stone  and 
the  work  required  to  be  done  by  the  specifications,  so  as  to 
reduce  the  deduction  it  could  make  in  its  bid  on  account  of 
the  use  of  Columbus  stone  and  thus  give  preference  to  the 
Columbus  stone.  He  stated  that  the  actual  difference  in  the 
cost  of  the  stone  was  $58,782.00,  but  by  adding  to  the  price 
of  labor  and  of  other  materials  the  total  bid  would  amount  to 
the  same  as  if  full  allowance  were  made  on  account  of  the 
pctual  price  of  the  Columbus  product.  From  figures  submitted 
to  the  various  contractors  and  to  the  board  by  Mr.  M.  A. 
Jacobs,    superintendent   of   the    Columbus    quarry,    and    by   the 


Indiana  stone  contractors,  the  actual  difference  in  cost  between 
the  two  materials,  delivered  at  Helena,  amounts  to  the  sum 
of  $59,251.00.  The  figures  submitted  by  the  Columbus  quarry- 
amount  to  the  total  sum  of  $161,751.00  for  the  stone  delivered 
at  Helena,  as  against  a  price  submitted  by  the  Indiana  people 
of  $102,500.00  for  their  stone,  delivered  at  Helena.  Investiga- 
tion discloses  the  fact  that  the  freight  on  the  Indiana  product 
amounts  to  approximately  $45,000.00,  while  freight  on  the 
Colun:bus  stone  is  estimated  at  $6,000.00.  When  the  difference 
in  freight  is  computed  it  amounts  to  about  $93,251.00  difference 
between  the  cost  of  the  Bedford  rock  and  the  Columbus  rock 
at  the  quarries. 

The  board  has  from  the  beginning  favored  the  use  of  home 
produced  stone,  provided  same  could  be  obtained  at  a  reason- 
able price,  and  should  have  made  selection  thereof  but  for  the 
fact  that  at  the  figures  submitted  the  prices  were  so  prohibitive 
that  it  would  have  made  it  impossible  for  the  board  to  have 
carried  out  its  trust  and  perform  its  duty  in  the  erection,  com- 
pletion and  furnishing  of  the  additions,  in  accordance  with  the 
mandates  of  the  law,  and  within  the  appropriation  provided. 

On  April  28th,  1909,  and  before  the  plans  and  specifications 
for  the  additions  were  prepared,  Mr.  M.  A.  Jacobs,  superintend- 
ent of  the  Columbus  quarry,  appeared  before  the  board  and 
asked  that  Columbus  stone  be  used  in  the  construction  of  the 
additions  to  the  capitol.  He  submitted  at  the  same  time  a 
sample  of  Columbus  stone.  He  was  thereupon  informed  that 
the  board  would  not  consider  the  use  of  stone  of  the  quality 
used  in  the  present  building,  but  that  if  he  had  a  sufficient 
quantity  of  stone  of  the  quality  shown  in  the  sample,  the  board 
would  consider  its  use.  He  stated  that  the  stone  now  quarried 
was  of  a  better  quality,  and  of  which  the  sample  submitted 
was  a  fair  average.  He  was  thereupon  asked  if  he  could  furnish 
stone  to  conform  to  the  architectural  features  of  the  present 
building  and  his  attention  was  called  to  the  fact  that  the  style 
of  architecture  in  the  present  building  is  more  ornate  than  that 
now  in  general  use.  He  stated  that  he  could  furnish  stone  to 
conform  to  the  architectural  features  of  the  present  building, 
and  when  asked  at  what  price  he  could  furnish  such  stone  his 
reply  was  $2.00  and  $2.25  per  cubic  foot.  The  architects  then 
used  Mr.  Jacobs'  figures  in  the  computation  of  the  cost  of  the 
proposed  additions,  and   advised  the   board   that  on   such   basis 
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there  would  be  no  question  whatsoever  in  erecting  the  additions 
entirely  within  the  appropriation.  From  the  estimates  then 
made  by  the  architects,  and  from  subsequent  figures  obtained, 
there  will  be  used  in  the  construction  of  the  additions  54,000 
cubic  feet  of  stone. 

On  the  basis  of  the  price  submitted  to  the  board  in  April, 
stone  from  Columbus  would  have  cost  the  state,  laid  down  in 
Helena,  approximately  $108,000.00,  instead  of  the  figure  later 
submitted  as  a  bid,  of  $161,751.00.  Had  the  Columbus  people 
made  their  figures  for  stone  at  the  time  of  the  opening  of  bids 
for  the  construction  of  the  building  in  accordance  with  their 
figure  of  April  28,  1909,  the  board  would  have  encountered  little, 
if  any,  difficulty  in  making  selection  of  this  material.  However, 
with  the  increased  price,  in  accordance  with  the  figures  sub- 
mitted, the  board  was  confronted  with  the  necessity  of  either 
permitting  the  use  of  Indiana  stone  or  completely  abandoning 
the  work  already  commenced  because  of  its  inability  to  make 
completion  of  the  building  and  furnish  it  within  the  amount 
of  the   appropriation. 

It  is  respectfully  submitted  that  he  main  features  of  architec- 
ture used  in  the  present  building  could  not  be  materially 
changed  in  the  erection  of  the  additions  without  making  an 
architectural   monstrosity. 

On  November  4.  1909,  the  entire  board  visited  Columbus, 
and  the  Columbus  quarry,  and  on  that  date,  as  the  minutes 
will  show,  were  advised  by  Mr.  Jacobs  of  the  figures  he  intended 
submitting  to  contractors,  and  to  the  board,  for  the  use  of  the 
material  produced  from  this  quarry;  and  the  board  was  sur- 
prised, astounded  and  considerably  discouraged  in  its  work 
and  undertaking  in  consequence  of  the  prices  then  given  for 
the  furnishing  of  stone. 

While  the  bids  for  the  superstructure  were  under  considera- 
tion by  the  board,  M.  A.  Jacobs,  the  lessee  and  superintendent 
of  the  Columbus  quarry,  and  Sol  Gansberger.  the  representative 
of  the  heirs  of  IT.  L.  Frank,  deceased,  the  reputed  owners  of 
the  quarry,  appeared  before  the  board,  were  granted  an  audi- 
ence and  were  then  and  there  told  that  it  had  at  all  times  been 
tlio  idea  of  the  board  to  give  preference  to  Montana  stone,  but 
that  the  figures  by  them  submitted  were  so  exhorbitant  that, 
if  the  board  were  to  perform  its  duty  and  execute  the  trust 
reposed  in  it  under  the  law  to  erect  the  additions,  make  interior 
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alterations   in   the   present   building,    and   furnish   the   additions 
within  the  total  amount  of  $500,000.00  appropriated,  the  price 
asked  for  Columbus  sandstone  must  necessarily  be  materially 
reduced.     Their  attention   was  further  called   to  the  provision 
of  the  law  which  prohibited  the  board  from  paying  any  higher 
price  for  Montana  material  than  that  for  which  otlier  material 
of  like   kind   and    quality   could   be   obtained,   and   that,   in   the 
judgment  of  the  board,  the  Columbus  sandstone  was  not  superior 
to  the  Bedford  limestone.     Mr.  Gansberger  was  insistent  that 
the  Montana  stone  should  be  use  and  given  preference,  even 
though    the    cost    thereof    was    considerably    higher    than    that 
asked   for   Bedford   stone.     When   asked   how   much   difference 
should  be  allowed  by  the  board   in   favor  of  Columbus   stone 
he   replied   "as   much   as  $25,000.00."     Thereupon   it   was   sug- 
gested that  even  though  this  amount  of  difference  were  allowed 
them    there    still    remained   the     additional     amount    of    about 
$30,000.00,  and  he  was  asked  if  they  proposed  to  reduce  their 
prices    for    stone    to    that    extent.      Mr.    Gansberger    thereupon 
replied   in  the  negative,   and  said   that  the   entire   difference   in 
price  on  the  basis  of  prices  submitted  should  be  allowed  them ; 
that  he  believed  the  taxpayers  would  justify  such  action  taken 
on  the  part  of  the  board.     They  were  then  asked  if  they  were 
prepared  to  meet  the  figures  submittd  by  the  Bedford   people, 
or  come  anywhere  near  the  price  asked  by  the  Bedford  people, 
and   they    replied    in   the   negative   and    stated   that   the   figures 
submitted  by  Mr.  Jacobs  were  as  low  as  they  could  be  made. 
After    this    interview    and    discussion    the    board    took    up    the 
alternate    proposition    contained    in    the    specifications,    of    the 
use   of   Bedford,    Indiana,    limestone,   and   then   sanctioned    the 
use  of  this  product  by  the  contractors. 

On  November  12th,  1909,  after  due  consideration  of  the  bid 
of  Gagnon  &  Co.,  the  contract  for  the  superstructures  of  the 
additions,  and  the  making  of  interior  alterations  in  the  present 
building,  was  awarded  to  Gagnon  &  Co.,  for  the  sum  of 
$395,407.24.  Thereafter,  a  contract  was  duly  and  regularly 
executed,  and  bond  for  the  faithful  performance  thereof  in  the 
sum  of  $133,000.00  approved. 

Quality  and  Use  of  Bedford  Stone. 
Soon    after   the   award   of   the    contract   some   agitation    was 
brought  about  respecting  the  failure  of  the  board  to  make  selec- 
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tioii  of  Columbus  stone,  and  reflections  made  upon  the  char- 
acter and  quality  of  the  Bedford,  Indiana,  limestone,  all  of 
which  gave  the  board  more  or  less  concern ;  in  consequence 
whereof  it  was  determined  to  collect  in  tangible  form  the  inform- 
ation theretofore  conveyed  to  the  board  with  respect  to  this 
product. 

It  has  not  and  never  has  been  the  intention  of  the  board,  or 
any  member  thereof,  to  use  an  inferior  material  in  the  erection 
of  additions  to  the  capitol,  or  any  material  which  would  not 
properly  harmonize,  and  in  permitting-  the  use  of  Bedford  lime- 
stone under  the  award  of  the  contract,  the  board  was  and  is  of 
the  belief  that  it  was  approving  of  the  use  of  a  first  class 
building  material,  superior  in  beauty  and  durability  to  an}- 
standstone  wheresoever  produced.  It  was  found  that  the  Bed- 
ford limestone  will  match  exceedingly  well  with  the  stone  used 
in  the  present  'building.  In  making  its  investigation  with  refer- 
ence to  standstone,  the  board  was  given  to  understand  that 
Cleveland  sandstone  is  the  best  of  all  sandstones  produced  in 
the  United  States,  and  in  consequence,  the  board  directed  its 
attention  to  the  character,  value  and  durability  of  the  Cleveland 
sandstone,  as  compared  with  Bedford,  Indiana,  limestone  in 
cities  where  both  materials  have  been  used. 

A  critical  examination  of  the  present  building  has  convinced 
the  board  of  the  inferior  character  and  c[uality  of  the  rock  used 
in  the  construction  thereof.  An  inspection  of  other  buildings 
where  sandstone  has  been  used,  and  an  investigation  of  the 
subject  has  convinced  the  board  that  this  defect  is  characteristic 
of  all  sandstones.  We  respectfully  suggest  that  you  make  a 
careful  and  critical  examination  of  the  stone  used  in  the  present. 
!>uilding,  and  that  you  investigate  for  yourselves  the  value  of 
sandstone  as  compared  with  limestone,  as  a  building  material. 
Such  an  investigation  must  convince  you  that  Bedford  lime- 
stone is  not  an  inferior  building  material.  The  board  did  not 
deem  it  wise  to  use  stone  such  as  was  used  in  the  construction 
of  the  present  building  in  the  additions.  The  board  has  col- 
lected much  valuable  information  and  data  on  the  subject  of 
building  stone,  and  reference  is  here  made  to  some  of  the 
comments  of  contractors  and  builders  versed  in  the  subject, 
quoted  from  their  letters. 

In  a  letter  received  from  Charles  W.  Hills,  a  property  owner 
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who  has  had  experience  in  building  in  Chicago,  under  date  of 
December  7,  1909,  it  is  stated  that: 

"Very  little  sandstone  is  used  in  Chicago  at  the  present 
time  for  building  purposes.  Many  years  ago  more  sand- 
stone (particularly  a  brown  sandstone)  was  used  here,  but 
it  was  found  by  experience  that  it  chipped  and  scaled  very 
badly,  ruining  the  fronts  of  the  buildings.  Either  Indiana 
Bedford  limestone  or  granite  are  now  favored,  and  Bedford 
is  used  much  more  than  granite.  Probably  the  ratio  would 
be  near  fifty  to  one.  The  reason  is  not  far  to  see.  The 
granite  is  much  more  expensive,  being  harder  to  quarry 
and  work,  and  of  higher  first  cost,  and  is  little  (if  any) 
better  than  than  the  Bedford  limestone  in  weathering 
qualities.  I  have  made  something  of  a  study  of  this  for 
I  have  done  a  little  building  in  Chicago,  as  you  know,  and 
in  my  buildings  have  always  used  Bedford  where  stone  is 
required.  Its  appearance  is  fine — it  weathers  splendidly 
and  appears  to  have  no  tendency  to  chip  or  scale  from 
climatic  conditions  or  even  from  the  unequal  stress  due 
sometimes  to  the  settling  of  the  building.  It  is,  of  course, 
pleasing  in  appearance,  and  all  in  all,  is  an  ideal  building 
stone.  To  confirm  my  opinion  in  this  matter  before  writing 
you,  I  asked  Mr.  Holabird,  of  the  firm  of  Holabird  &  Roche, 
(one  of  the  best  known  firms  of  architects  in  this  country) 
what,  in  his  opinion,  was  the  best  building  stone  for  exterior 
purposes?  He  unhesitatingly  said  "Indiana  Bedford."  I 
said,  "Mr.  Holabird,  why  do  you  say  that?"  He  laughed 
and  said,  "Why,  look  about  Chicago  and  the  countr}-  gen- 
erally, and  you  will  see  the  answer  for  yourself.  That 
stone  is  very  durable — it  weathers  splendidly — two-thirds 
of  our  best  buildings  are  at  least  partly  constructed  of  it, 
and  it  does  not  crack  or  scale  in  use."  I  had  told  Mr. 
Holabird  that  friends  of  mine  were  contemplating  the  erec- 
tion of  a  very  large  building  in  the  west.  After  he  had 
completed  his  staement  in  regard  to  Bedford,  I  said  to 
him:  "What  about  Cleveland  sandstone?"  He  said: 
"Your  friends  would  make  a  mistake  to  use  sandstone, 
for  if  subjected  to  any  considerable  variations  in  tempera- 
ture, sandstone  always  scales  and  chips — it  wears  with 
wind  and  rain  and  frost — your  friends  would  certainly 
regret  it.     Sandstone  is  not  fit  for  exterior  finish  work." 

I  then  asked  John  Ttate,  one  of  the  best  known  Scotch 
stone  cutting  and  setting  contractors  in  the  city.  He 
said :  "Do  not  use  sandstone  under  any  circumstances  in 
any  locality  where  you  have  freezing  weather.  If  you  do 
you  will  surely  regret  it  sooner  or  later.  Cleveland  sand- 
stone is  a  poor  stone  for  it  weathers  badly." 

Practically  all   the   best   apartment   buildings  of  Chicago 
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use  Bedford  exclusively  where  stone  is  specified.  There 
are  many  thousands  of  them.  *         *         *  j   j^^^,^ 

inany  times  seen  buildinjrs  in  Chicajro  and  elsewhere  com- 
pletely gutted  by  fire  without  injuring  the  Bedford  front 
or  trim.  That  is  not  true  to  the  same  extent  of  any  other 
building  stone  I  can  now  recall." 

In  a  letter  received  from  William  V.  Murray,  a  contractor 
and  builder,  dated  December  9th,  1909,  and  under  whose  super- 
intendency  the  new  Federal  building  at  Butte,  Montana,  was 
constructed,  it  is  said : 

"As  to  the  relative  value  in  the  New  York  market  of 
Bedford,  Ind.,  limestone  and  Cleveland  sandstone  *  *  * 
the  cost  of  the  rough  material  is  approximately  the  same 
and  the  cost  of  working  the  stones  ])ractically  the  same, 
consequently  the  cost  in  the  building  will  be  approximately 
the  same.  As  to  the  relative  value  from  a  lasting  stand- 
point, the  sandstone  preceded  the  limestone  by  a  few  years. 
I  refer  to  the  Cleveland  stone,  but  other  sandstones  have 
been  in  general  used  up  to  about  thirty  years  ago,  at  which 
time  they  all  showed  rapid  signs  of  disintegration  and  ero- 
sion. As  a  mater  of  fact,  no  later  than  last  year  the  whole 
facade  of  the  Treasury  department,  facing  Pennsylvania 
avenue,  had  to  be  removed,  which  was  sandstone,  showing 
disintegration  so  bad  that  it  was  replaced  with  other  stone 
at  a  cost  of  about  $400,000.00.  For  a  final  illustration, 
no  later  than  five  years  ago,  I  remember  the  city  hall  of 
Chicago  being  roped  ofif  to  prevent  pedestrians  passing  too 
near  in  the  event  of  being  injured  from  falling  pieces  of 
sandstone  cornices,  which  had  to  be  entirely  demolished. 
Relative  to  the  durability  of  Indiana  limestone  and  the 
staying  qualities  there  can  be  no  (piestion,  as  upon  its  entry 
into  the  market  some  thirty  years  ago,  it  has  proven  to 
become  more  dense  and  harden  with  atmospheric  elements, 
and  up  to  the  present  time  no  stone  has  been  found  to  take 
its  place  for  effectiveness,  durability,  cost,  and  showing 
no   perceptible    signs   of   disintegration    whatever.     *     *     * 

The  crushing  resistance  made  from  various  specimens 
by  Professor  George  B.  Merrill  of  the  Department  of 
Geology  of  the  Smithsonian  Institute,  Washington,  D.  C. 
shows  Bedford  stone  to  give  10,125  lbs.  to  the  square  inch, 
and  that  of  Cleveland  sandstone,  made  by  Gen.  Q.  A.  Gil- 
more,  in  his  report  to  the  Chief  of  Engineers  of  the  United 
States  Army,  7,910  lbs." 

In  a  letter  received  from  James  F.  Dutton,  a  stone  contractor 
located  at  Chattanooga,  Tennessee,  bearing  date  December  i^tli, 
1909,  he  states: 
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"In  regard  to  the  comparative  worth  of  sandstone  and 
OoHtio  limestone  for  public  building.  I  presume  the  best 
sandstone  comes  from  the  Cleveland,  Ohio,  district,  and 
this  is  a  stratified  stone  which  breaks  very  easily  with 
the  grain  and  must  be  set  on  its  natural  bed,  while  the 
Oolitic  limestone  is  a  homegenious  mass,  without  stratifi- 
cation and  can  be  set  in  the  building  either  on  its  natural 
bed  or  otherwise,  with  equally  good  results,  although 
architects  usually  specify  it  set  on  its  natural  bed,  owing, 
no  doubt,  to  the  fact  that  it  is  necessary  to  set  sandstone 
in  this  way.  In  some  cities,  Detroit,  for  instance,  where 
sandstone  was  formerly  used  exclusively  owing  to  the 
advantage  in  freight  by  lake  shipments  from  Cleveland, 
Oolitic  limestone  has  been  adopted  entirely  for  both  large 
and  small  buildings.  The  Ponchartrain  Hotel  and  the 
Wayne  County  court  building,  for  instance,  are  of  Oolitic 
limestone." 

In  a  letter  received  from  the  Consolidated  Stone  Company, 
of  Chicago,  Illinois,  bearing  date  December  6,  1909,  and 
furnished  the  board  upon  request  for  information  upon  this 
subject,  made  of  James  T.  Finlen,  a  former  resident  of  Butte, 
]\Iontana,  it  is  said  : 

"The  use  of  Indiana  limestone  is  universal  from  the 
Atlantic  to  the  Pacific,  and  from  the  Great  Lakes  to  the  Gailf 
of  ^Mexico  *  *  *  There  are  several  buildings  in  San 
Francisco  built  of  it,  and  there  is  a  large  Christian  Science 
Church  at  Seattle  now  being  built  of  the  same  material. 
*  *  *  It  is  not  susceptible  to  the  most  severe  climatic 
conditions,  and  its  popularity  in  New  York  and  other  eastern 
cities  in  the  highest  class  buildings  we  think  ought  to  be  a 
sufficient  recommendation  for  its  use  in  first  class  buildings 
anywhere.  *  *  *  A  few  further  facts  may  be  of  interest 
to  you.  Bedford  stone  is  of  the  same  geological  age  as  the 
famous  Portland  stone  of  England,  out  of  which  St.  Paul's 
Cathedral,  of  London,  is  constructed.  Below  we  give  3^ou  a 
comparative  analysis : 

Portland  Bedford 

Stone.  Stone 

Carbonate  of  Lime   95- 16  97.26 

Silica  1.20  1.69 

Oxide  of  Iron 50  .49 

Magnesia    1.20  .37 

Water  and  loss 1.94  .19 


100.00  100.00 
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Regarding  the  crushing  strength,  a  test  by  the  United 
States  government  gives  the  crushing  strength  of  Bedford 
stone  of  about  135,000  pounds  to  the  square  foot.  That  this 
enables  it  to  stand  an  enormous  weight  is  shown  by  the  fol- 
lowing table  of  maximum  weights  borne  on  the  piers  and 
masonry  of  well  known  structures : 

Pounds  per 
sc|uare  foot. 

Piers  of  St.  Peter's  Rome 33.ooo 

Piers  of  St.  Paul's,  London 39,000 

Piers  of  Brookhm  Bridge    37,000 

Granite  masonry  of  Washington  Monument   45,000 

Reliable  sustaining  weight  of  Bedford  stone 135,000 

Indiana  limestone,  or  Bedford  stone,  is  not  so  porous  as 
Portland  stone  (the  English  product).  It  is  easily  worked, 
responding  readily  to  the  mallet  and  chisel  in  the  hands  of  a 
workman,  and  it  can  also  be  planed  or  turned  by  machiery, 
which  adds  to  its  desirability  on  account  of  minimizing  the 
cost  of  preparing  it." 

In  a  letter  received  from  George  B.  Long,  a  general  contractor, 
from  Lexington,  Kentucky,  bearing  date  December  13.  1909,  and 
who  was  one  of  the  bidders  for  the  erection  of  the  additions  to 
our  capitol  building,  it  is  by  him  stated: 

"Cleveland  sandstone  is  a  material  that  becomes  dingy  and 
grimy  in  time.  It  does  not  keep  as  clean  as  Bedford.  There 
a  number  of  fine  thvelling  houses  in  Cleveland  built  of  sand- 
stone and  after  a  few  years  they  are  very  unattractive  on 
on  account  of  becoming  black  and  dirty.  Bedford  stone  is  a 
much  more  popular  building  material  than  Cleveland  sand- 
stone as  is  shown  by  the  fact  that  the  Bedford  stone  was  used 
in  the  Cleveland  City  Hall  in  the  face  of  the  strongest  kind  of 
fight  for  the  local  material.  Judging  from  past  experience, 
one  can  count  on  receiving  Bedford  stone  in  better  time  than 
the  Cleveland  stone,  as  I  have  known  jobs  that  were  badly 
held  up  on  accout  of  delays  in  securing  Cleveland  sandstone. 
1  might  add  that  there  have  been  very  few  ini'portant  build- 
ings in  large  cities  built  in  Cleveland  sandstone." 

In  a  letter,  bearing  date  December  18,  1909,  from  E.  J.  John 
son,  of  Frankfort,  Kentucky,  who  was  the  state  superintendent 
of  construction  of  the  Kentucky  State  Capitol,  it  is  stated: 

"The  Cleveland  sandstone  is  very  porous  and  absorbs 
dampness,  coal  dust,  etc.,  to  the  extent  that  it  is  impossible 
to  clean  same.  The  least  frost  penetrates  the  stone,  makes 
it    impossible    to    work.      The    I'cdford,    Indiana,    limestone 
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has  proven  to  be  the  best  stone  on  the  market  for  good 
buildings,  except  granite.  In  the  City  of  Cleveland,  the 
home  of  the  sandstone,  you  will  find  the  best  buildings 
built  of  the  Bedford,  Indiana,  limestone." 

The  following  is  a  list  of  some  of  the  more  important  buildings 
in  the  United  States  in  which  Bedford  limestone  is  used: 

The  state  capitod  buildings  of  Indiana,  Mississippi,  South 
Dakota  and  Kentucky. 

Chicago. 

Auditorium  Hotel. 

Auditorium  Annex  Hotel. 

LaSalle  Hotel. 

Marshall  Field  Building. 

Illinois  xA-thletic  Club. 

Art  Institute. 

University  of  Chicago  Buildings. 

University  Club. 

American  Trust  &  Savings  Bank  Building. 

Central  Trust  &  Savings  Bank  Building. 

Residence  of  Victor  F.  Lawson. 

Y.  M.  C.  A.  Building. 

Congress  Hotel. 

Old  Colony  Biiilding. 

Standard  Club. 

St.  Martin's  Church. 

McCormick  Residence. 

Swift  Rsidence. 

Cummings  Apartment  House,  42nd  St. 

Cummings  Apartment  House.  51st  St. 

Washington,  D.  C.  , 

Senate  Ofifice  Building. 

New  Willard  Hotel. 

AVar  College  and  all  Naval  Buildings. 

Mrs.  R.  H.  Townsend's  Residence. 

Henderson  Residence. 

French  Embassy. 

Larz-Anderson  Residence. 
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New  York  City. 
New  Astor  Hotel. 
Belmont  Hotel. 
Knickerbocker  Hotel. 
St.  Regis  Hotel. 
Gotham  Hotel. 
Majestic  Hotel. 
Hoffman  House. 
Ritz-Carlton  Hotel. 
Manhattan  Hotel. 
Savoy  Hotel. 
Sherry's  Hotel. 
The  Times-Square  Buildino;. 
Flatiron  Building. 
Singer  Building,   (40  stories). 
Fifth  Avenue  Building. 
Gorham  Silver  Ware  Co.'s  Bldg. 
Union  Dime  Savings  Bank. 
Cotton  Exchange  Building. 
D.  L.  &  W.  Office  Building. 
Corn  Exchange  Bank  Building. 
Manhattan  Ins.  Building. 
Trinity  Building. 
Columbia   College   Buildings. 
Metropolitan  Museum  of  Art  (Central  Park). 
St.  Ignatius  Roman  Catholic  Church. 
Church  of  St.  i\Iary  the  Virgin. 
Syndicate  Building. 
City  Investing  Building. 
Union  Club. 

Consolidated  Stock  Exchange. 
Postal  Telegraph  Building. 
Presbyterian  Building. 
The  National  Park  Bank. 
Broadway  and  Maiden  Lane  Building. 
N.  Y.  C.  &•  IT.  R.  Office  Building. 
\V.  K.  \'anderbilt,  Sr.  Residence. 
W.  K.  Vanderbilt,  Jr.  Residence. 
Collis   P.   Huntington   Residence. 
.Andrew  Carncigie  Residence. 
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E.  H.  Harriman  Residence. 

Cornelius  Vanderbilt  Residence. 

Ogden  Mansion. 

Holland  House. 

Breslin  Hotel. 

Boreal  Building. 

Constable  Building. 

City  Missions  Building. 

Marbridge  Building. 

The  Sloan  Residence. 

The  Pulitzer  Residence. 

Cornell  Medical  College. 

Astor  Court  Building. 

Mutual  Life  Building. 

Coffee  Exchange  Building. 

Public  School  Building,  134  St  and  Lenox  Av, 

Brooklyn,  N.  Y. 

Brooklyn  Institute  of  Arts  and  Science  Building. 
Hall  of  Records. 
Star  Theatre  Building. 
National  City  Bank  Building. 
Elliot-Sheppard  Mansion,  Scarboro,  N.  Y. 

Boston,  Mass. 

Mother  Church,  Christian  Science. 

Harvard  College  Buildings. 

Algonquin  Club. 

Tremont  Temple. 

Symphony  Hall. 

Hotel  Cambridge. 

New  Historical  Scociety  Building. 

The  Tuilleries  Hotel. 

A.  C.  Burrage  Residence. 

George  A.  Draper,  Residence. 

William  Minot  Residence. 

Emanuel  Church. 

Philadelphia,  Penn. 

John  Wannamaker's  Stores. 
Bellview  Stratford  Hotel. 
Methodist  Home  for  Aged  People. 
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Maternity  Hospital. 

The  Tioga  Baptist  Church. 

St.    DeLaSalle    Church. 

New  Jersey, 
Prudential  Life  Ins.  group  of  Buildings. 

West  Point,  N.  Y. 
All  the  War  Department  Buildings. 

Newport,  R.  I. 
Ogden-Goelet  Residence. 
C.  Vanderbilt  Residence. 

E.  J.  Bervvin  Residence. 

Helena,  Montana. 
Catholic  Cathedral,  now  in  course  of  con-struction. 
Catholic  High  School,   (all  stone  therein). 

Seattle,  Washington. 
Christian  Science  Church. 

Los  Angeles,  Cal. 
Chamber  of  Commerce. 

Salt  Lake  City,  Utah. 
Boston  and  Newhouse  Buildings. 

Denver,  Colo. 

Cathedral  of  the  Immaculate  Conception.     This  is  in  course 
of  construction  and  is  the  largest  cathedral  west  of  New  York. 

San  Francisco,  Cal. 
First  National  Bank  Building. 

Detroit,  Mich. 

Ponchartrain  Hotel. 

Wayne  County  Court  House. 

Cleveland,  Ohio. 
City  Hall. 

Miscellaneous  List. 
First  Presbyterian  Church,  Morristown,  N.  J. 
Butterfield  Museum,  Dartmouth  College,  Hanover,  N.  H. 
Oliver  Ames  Memorial,  North  Easton,  Mass. 

F.  K.  Vanderbilt  Residence,  Hyde  Park  Hudson  River,  N.  Y. 
Marshall  Field  Library,  Conway,  Mass. 
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Congreg-ational  Church,  Whittensville,  Mass, 

First  National  Bank  Bldg.,  Hartford,  Conn. 

Canton  Library,  Canton,  Mass. 

Bi-Centennial  Bldg,  Yale  College,  Ne  wHaven,  Conn. 

Hubbard  Library,  Bodoin  College,  Brunswick,  Me. 

Metheun  High  School,  Metheun,  Mass. 

Library  of  State  University,  Bloomington,  Ind. 

Church  of  the  Messiah,  Washington,  D.  C. 

Dunton  Memorial  Church,  Washington,  D.  C. 

Government  Building,  Springfield,  Mo. 

St.  John's  Lutheran  Church,  Lancaster,  Pa. 

Bryn-Mawr  College  Hall,  Byrn  Mawr,  Pa. 

Presbyterian  Church,  Philadelphia,  Pa. 

Lutheran  Church,  Lancaster,  Pa. 

Presbyterian  Church,  Bridgetown,  N.  J. 

St.  John's  Episcopal  Church,  Wayne,  Pa. 

Catholic  Church,  St.  David's,  Pa. 

St.  Thomas'  Church,  Washington,  D.  C. 

Broadway  M.  E.  Church,  Camden,  N.  J. 

Episcopal  Church,  Rosemont,  Pa. 

Office  Building,  Gas  &  Electric  Co.,  Camden,  N.  J. 

City  Hall,  Abbeyville,  S.  C. 

Court  House,  Bishopville,  S.  C. 

City  Hall,  Alpena,  Mich. 

Library,  Jackson,    ■Mich. 

Postoflfice,  Battlecreek,  Mich. 

Postoffice,  Sherman,  Tex. 

Courthouse,  Gretna,  La. 

Court  House,  Huntington,  Tnd. 

Library,  Clinton,  la. 

Post  Office,  Hammond,  Ind. 

Postoffice,  Spartenburg,  S.  C. 

Walters  Art  Gallery,  Baltimore,  Md. 

Handley  Library,  Winchester,  Md. 

Library,  Waterloo,  Ta. 

Knox  Church,  Toronto,  Can. 

Traders  Bank,  Toronto,  Can. 

State  Historical  Library,  Madison,  Wis. 

Brandis  Bldg.,  Omaha,  Neb. 

Plymouth  Church,  Minneapolis,  M'inn. 
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Bank  of  Commerce,  Pierre.  S.  D. 

Library,  New  Albany,  Ind. 

High  School,  New  Albany,  Ind. 

Engineer  Building  for  new  University,  Layfette,  Ind. 

Electric  Building  for  new  University,  Lafayette,  Ind. 

City  Hall,  Indianapolis,  Ind. 

Onondaga  County  Court  House  .Syracuse,  N.  Y. 

Mass.  Mutual  Life,  Ins.  Bldg.,  Springfield,  Mass. 

Union  Station,  New  Orleans,  La. 

Supreme  Court  Bldg.,  Springfield,  Ills. 

Federal  Bldg,  Indianapolis,  Ind. 

Masonic  Temple,  Indianapolis,  Ind. 

New  Soldiers  &  Sailors  Monument,  Indianapolis,  Ind. 

United  States  Post  Office,  Reno,  Nev. 

United  States  Custom  House,  New  Orleans,  La. 

Covington   Cathedral,   Covington,  Ky. 

Hartford  Gas  Co's  Office,  Hartford,  Conn. 

Calvary  Church,  Pittsburgh,  Pa. 

Mutual  Ins.  Bldg.,  Richmond,  Va. 

McLean  County  Court  House,  Bloomington,  Ills. 

Superior  Post  Office,  Superior,  Wis. 

Thompson  Memorial,  Poughkeepsie,  N.  Y. 

K.  of  P.  Bldg.,  Indianapolis,  Ind. 

B.  &  O.  Office  Bldg.,  Baltimore,  Md. 

High  School.  Lethbridge,  Can. 

Bell  Telephone  Bldg..  Birmingham,  Ala. 

And  the  above  list  might  be  added  to  indefinitely. 

Other  Montana  Products  and  Prospective  Bidders. 
It  has  recently,  and  since  the  letting  of  the  contract,  been  called 
to  our  attention  that  a  sandstone  is  produced  in  the  vicinity  of 
Great  Falls,  in  Cascade  County,  and  that  the  Catholic  Cathedral 
and  some  other  important  buildings  at  Great  Falls  have  been  con- 
structed of  this  stone.  The  owners  of  the  quarry,  Messrs.  Grover 
&  Luchens,  have  presented  their  claims  to  the  board  and  insist 
that  they  hav  a  superior  quality  of  sandstone  to  that  which  is 
produced  at  Columbus,  and  that  in  tlie  event  additional  appro- 
priation is  made  by  the  legislative  assembly  for  the  construction 
of  the  additions  to  the  capitol,  that  they  be  given  an  opportunity 
to  bid  on  the  work.     Tlicy  have  also  submitted  a  sample  of  their 
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product  and  the  same  appears  to  be  of  good  quality  and  a  good 
match  for  the  stone  used  in  the  present  building. 

On  December  21st,  '09,  the  board  visited  Great  Falls  and  the 
quarry  of  Grover  &  Luchens  and  were  pleased  therewith. 

James  Welch,  of  Welch,  Mont.,  a  stone  contractor  who  owns 
and  operates  a  quarry  at  Welch,  in  Jefiferson  county,  has  also 
presented  a  claim  for  use  of  stone  from  his  quarry,  and  in 
this  connection  has  stated : 

"If  Montana  stone  is  to  be  used  in  the  construction  of 
the  wings  to  the  State  Capitol,  I  see  no  reason  why  other 
Montana  quarries  of  building  stone  equally  as  good  as  the 
Columbus  sandstone,  with  quarries  better  equipped  and 
developed,  should  not  be  permitted  to  enter  into  the  com- 
petition for  said  work.  A  sample  of  my  stone  can  be  seen 
in  the  pedestal  of  the  Meagher  Monument  which  adorns 
the   foreground    of   the   present    Capitol. 

There  are  many  stone  quarries  in  Montana,  the  product 
and  material  of  which  will  bear  more  than  an  envious 
comparison  with  the  Columbus  sandstone  and  approxi- 
mately at  the  same  cost." 

Also  Dr.  Hugh  Heaton.  of  Lavina,  Fergus  county,  has  in- 
formed the  Board  that  he  has  a  fine  grade  of  building  stone 
which  should  be  considered   by  the  board. 

Also,  since  the  agitation  with  reference  to  building  stone  has 
arisen,  the  Caird  Engineering  Works  of  Helena,  the  foundry  de- 
partment of  the  A.  C.  M.  Co.  of  Atiaconda,  and  the  Western  Iron 
Works  of  Butte,  have  made  demands  upon  the  board,  in  effect 
that,  should  an  increased  appropriation  be  made  so  as  to  give 
preference  to  Montana  stone,  that  they  also  be  considered  and 
allowed  preference  in  the  furnishing  of  structural  steel  at  an 
advance  in  price  over  that  for  which  the  same  could  "be  obtained 
elsewhere. 

Impairing  Existing  Contract  Obligations. 
On  December  20,  1909,  the  following  letter  was  received  from 
Gagnon  &  Co.,  of  Billings,  to-wit : 
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COPY 

GAGNON  &  COMPANY. 

Building  Material. 

Billings,  Montana,  December  17,  1909. 

State  Board  of  Examiners, 

Helena,  Montana. 

Gentlemen :  — 

We  have  today  awarder  contract  to  W.  McMillan  and  Son, 
Chicag-o,  111.,  for  all  Bedford  Limestone  required  in  construc- 
tion of  Additions  to  the  State  Capitol  Building  at  Helena, 
Montana,  cut  ready  to  set  for  the  sum  of  $87,000.00,  subject 
to  cancellation  to  January  the  loth,  1910. 

We  have  made  this  contract  subject  to  cancellation  so  as 
to  avoid  settlement  with  our  cut  stone  contractor  in  case  any 
action  is  taken  in  regards  to  the  use  of  Columbus  Sandstone 
in  lieu  of  Bedford  Limestone. 

We  have  requested  McMillan  &  Son  to  submit  samples  of 
Indiana  Limestone  to  the  State  Board  of  Examiners  for  their 
approval. 

At  the  time  of  bidding  on  the  construction  of  Additions 
to  the  State  Capitol  Building  we  used  a  bid  on  Indiana  Lime- 
stone of  $103,000.0.  Since  tlie  bids  were  opened  and  contract 
awarded  to  Gagnon  &  Company,  we  have  received  bids  for 
the  furnishing  of  this  stone  as  follows  : 

C.  H.  Young  Co.,  St.  Paul,  Minn.,  for  the  sum  of  .  $98,000.00 
The  Romona  Oolitic  Stone  Co..  Indianapolis.  Ind.  .  92,455.00 
W.  McMillan  &  Son,  Chicago,  III,  for  the  sum  of  87,000.00 
We  have  bettered  our  contract  through  the  purchase  of 
Bedford  Limestone  as  compared  with  the  price  quoted  at  the 
time  of  bidding  the  sum  of  $16,000.00.  In  event  that  change 
is  made  from  Bedford  Limestone  to  a  Montana  product,  it 
will  be  necessary  for  your  Honoral)lc  Board  to  take  into  con- 
sideration the  difference  in  price  for  Indiana  Limestone  at 
the  time  award  was  made  as  compared  with  the  present  price 
on  this  stone. 

While  wc  have  bettered  our  contract  in  reference  to  Bed- 
ford Stone,  we  have  been  caught  with  a  10%  advance  in  glass, 
and  10  cents  a  barrel  on  cement,  with  a  certainty  ahead  that 
a  great  many  lines  of  material  we  will  have  to  purchase  will 
be  at  an  advance  as  compared  with  ruling  prices  at  tlie  time 
award  of  contract  was  made  to  us. 
Respectfully  yours. 
(Signed)  GAGNON  &  COMPANY, 

Bv  Chas.  Suiter. 
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This  presents  an  entirely  new  phase  in  the  building  stone  con- 
troversy, for  the  reason  that  immediately  there  arises  two  ques- 
tions of  grave  moment ;  first,  the  right  of  either  the  executive  or 
legislative  department  of  state  to  annul  or  modify  the  terms  of 
an  existing  contract  without  the  consent  of  the  contractor;  sec- 
ond, if  the  consent  of  the  contractor  to  substitute  other  than  Bed- 
ford stone  is  obtained,  attention  is  called  to  the  fact  that  such 
contractor  can  now  obtain  the  Bedford  stone  for  the  sum  of 
$87,000.00,  F.  O.  B.,  Helena,  and  this  fact  should  be  taken  into 
consideration,  and  in  the  event  that  you  make  an  appropriation 
for  the  use  of  Montana  stone,  that  appropriation  must  be  suffi- 
ciently large  to  compensate  the  contractor  for  the  difference  in 
cost  of  the  Bedford  stone,  as  quoted  in  this  letter,  and  the  price 
which  must  be  paid  for  Montana  stone. 

Since  receipt  of  the  above  letter  indicating  that  tentative 
contract  had  been  entered  into  By  Gagnon  &  Co.,  with  W.  Mc- 
Millan &  Son  for  the  furnishing  of  Indiana  limestone,  the 
board  has  investigated,  and  is  reliably  informed,  that  there  are 
no  labor  troubles  or  difficulties  whatsoever  affecting  their  firm 
or  its  quarry. 

In  fact,  Mr.  Howard  O.  Smith,  secretary  of  the  Helena  Trades 
&  Labor  Assembly,  received  a  telegram,  on  December  22,  from 
Fred  Spitgerber,  secretary  of  the  Bedford  Stone  Cutters'  Union, 
which   reads  as  follows : 

"William  McMillan  &  Sons  are  O.  K.     They  are  favor- 
able to  the  general  union  of  stone  cutters." 

Work  Completed  to  Date. 
We  respectfully  report  that  the  contract  for  the  excavations 
heretofore  awarded  to  Adami  Brothers,  and  the  contract  for  the 
foundations  awarded  to  Louis  Johnson,  have  been  fully  performed 
in  accordance  with  the  plans  and  specifications.  The  foundations 
show  superior  workmanship  and  fully  comply  with  the  specifica- 
tions, and  are  of  such  strength  and  durability  that  they  will  easily 
sustain  the  additions  proposed. 

Conclusion, 
In  the  performance  of  the  duty  and  execution  of  the  trust 
reposed  in  it  by  you,  the  board  has  endeavored  in  every  particu- 
lar, to  comply  with  your  directions  contained  in  the  law,  and  to 
subserve  generally  the  best  interests  of  the  taxpayers  and  the 
people  of  the  State  of  Montana.     It  has  not  considered  it  advis- 
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able,  or  within  its  province,  under  your  direction  contained  in  the 
law  to  use  stone  or  other  materials  produced  in  Montana  where 
the  cost  thereof  is  appreciably  in  excess  of  that  for  which  mater- 
ials of  like  kind  and  quality  can  be  obtained  elsewhere.  The  board 
has  at  no  time  been  unmindful  of  the  home  pride  that  inheres 
in  the  people  of  Montana,  and  suggests  that  as  much  home  pride 
should  be  exhibited  by  those  who  sell  as  by  those  who  purchase. 
The  large  difference  in  freight  rates  on  material,  such  as  stone, 
is  such  that  it  should  offset  any  differences  in  labor  and  naturally 
give  preference  to  our  own  products. 

Since  you  have  been  called  in  special  session  by  the  Governor 
to  consider  this  m.atter,  it  has  been  thought  well  to  make  full  and 
complete  report  to  you  of  all  which  has  been  done  to  date,  to  aid 
you  in  your  deliberations  in  determining  upon  the  proper  course 
to  pursue. 

This  report  is  respectfully  submitted  to  you.  and  the  board 
stands  ready  and  willing  to  follow  your  further  advice  and  direc- 
tion in  the  premises. 

Yours  respectfully, 
STATE  BOARD  OF  EXAMINERS  : 

By  Edwin  L.  Norris,  Governor,  President. 

Albert  J.  Galen,  Attorney  General. 

A.  N.  Yoder,  Secretary  of  State,  Secretary. 
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